To assess the impact on the process and the outcomes of care of feeding back information on patient's perceived health status to health care professionals in clinical practice.
a single electronic database (MEDLINE), which, even though the search was complemented with checking of citation lists of all retrieved articles and selected authors were contacted, could have resulted in important relevant studies being missed. The validity of the studies included in the review was formally checked and on average they were of reasonable quality. The quality score was not formally incorporated into the narrative synthesis or meta-analysis. The details of the individual studies are tabulated in an appendix to the review. The narrative synthesis of the studies too heterogeneous to be included in the meta-analysis was of limited value, consisting only of the number of trials demonstrating positive effects or statistically significant differences. More details within the text of the report would have been helpful. The results of the meta-analysis should be interpreted with caution, given that there is still marked variation between some of the trials included. The results of testing for heterogeneity within the meta-analysis are not given in the review. The authors conclusions appear to be supported by the findings of the review, but generally the data presented in the review are weaker than the authors' conclusions. Given the broad remit of the review and the wide range of studies included in the review the robustness of the conclusions is difficult to judge.
Implications of the review for practice and research
Practice : The authors state that 'widespread, routine use of health status information can't be recommended without further research and evaluation'.
Research: The authors state that 'there is still need for a more thorough evaluation of this type of intervention' and that 'research is needed to help healthcare professionals identify those patients who would benefit most from such interventions'. 
